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Mr. Martin 

c/o Senate Edward Kennedy 
Senatoe Office bldg. 
Waol:dii£bo8itt, D.C. 
Wadhingtoh,I).C. 


dear mt martin, 


thin letter is painfjil to mo for reasons other than the fact that i ali-oot lost 
a thumb yesterday, i write it without intent to use it but with the intent to use the 
questions i will oak and your answers or your failure to answer, you will please note 
that i have not addressed tills letteirto the senator, for to the degree consistent with 
my integrity iiiwopld prefer to continue to protect him, at least in history, from what 
i can at best categorise ad the stupidity of those#*® oe ms to trust, tho:4e in whom he 
has vested his honor and that of his gamily. 


as i wrote you, i have completed another book on the assassination of theiffresudent. 
it may seem paranoid to you, but i can conceive a conectio# between that and what burke 
marshall has done, in confidenoe, because i feared this, the adverse effect it could liave 
on the future if not the survival of the senator, i desired to prevent what is in today's 
times ana n ewery radio station, i therefore sought out senator Charles mathias, who lias 
known mo for some years, and told him of some of the official evidence in this book, 
inokuding whet the warren com lesion did not have, some of what i liave boon beseeching 
you to see. senator mathias offered to speak to your senator* i asked him not to because 
i have long bfelieved that his personal interest lies in maintaining a position of detach- 
ment on this question, if you will consult your files, you will find abundant confirmation 
of this, i asked senator mat hi ad, to whom i am sending a o6py of this letter, not do 
involve you r senator, ho reported to me that* he had spoken to burke marshall, a friend 
of his, and that mr. marshall had assured him that what lias just happened would hot, that 
he, mr. marshall, who has the power, would prevent it. but it has, and in the name of your 
senator, if you are not aware o£ his legal authorities and obligations under tlie eft 
ao-Qalled contract with GSA, it might help you meet your responsibilities to read and 
understand that contract. 


why mr. marshall broke his word i do not lc:ow. why ho selected an expert on ur i n e 
And a self-styled expert on squeezing and slicing bullets, in this case as much a qualifi- 
cation as if bullets were identical with lemons, i also do not know, that mr. lattimore 
is a Bycophant is beyond question, or. marshall has aeon fit to force into court my 
efforts to get only pictures of official* evidence he has had the originals of, the 
clothing itself, shown to mr. lattimore, i can ohly conjecture, i cannot imagine any 
good either of these two things has done or can do your senator or h-e reputation or 
that of his family, i can and i do challenge you to confront the evideaoe in my possession 
that he hasn't the slightest idea of the mute evidence of this clot hin g and the enormous 
historical, if not more immediate harm, he has done your senator. 

as you know, i have completed a new book, whether or not i can now find the funds to 
print it is at best doubtful, it is, in fact, unlikely, but it is and it will be an histori- 
cal record, my personal integrity is involved in a number of ways, but most of all in a 
chapter entitled hades, not camelot. unlike so many of those of whom i write and have 
written, i prize my integrity, therefore, i ask if what mr. marshall has just done lie did 


K «• 


after consultation with or at the direction of your senator and in either case, on whose 
initiative.! would like to kfcow wither mr. marshall had consulted any authentic experts 
xn this evidence who have a public record of disagreement with the official "aolutiS^ 

„o tne osaasaination of the president and so informed the senator, i wJuld like to too* 

tLT* ^ “*• aeaator that "»• lattimore is an expert on urine, not patho- 

JJdhfJ S-T* S contractual definition of either pathologist or expert, etc. 

the senator that there is this overt violation of the contract in the senator's 

1 ® ***** the firat or on ® of the first to whom he 
^ ” acC03E + (lja noyeaber 1966, in 1970 and in 1971) to that to which he has given mr. 

1 ,!^° re Vmt “ !C>aDt8 to 0X1 exclusive on both evidence and what so clearly uhder the law 
is PUBLIC information? did he do this in the senator's name, as he did^Sh or" 

2\hTi£hof, “owledge and/or agreement? did the senator know and did he agr^e 

to the elaborate stage-management? propaganda or whatever you elect to describe the 

t±10 ®! ? y ° U haV8 to >“«** because i wrote you, that i knew of 
this and did nothing adverse to the interest of tlie senator or mr. graham, but i cm 

E aUd " d °. th ^ th0 d * ma 6 ie to me card my work is considerable and to a degree 

messureable. i m$ elect to pursue tide further, so you should understand the context 

h- - ^rrf° n \ , i3 v° SaJ no1Mn « of what 1 regard a s damage to the national 
h^.or and inteplty and, whether or not you have the acumen to conceive it, to the 

.-nator. ban che senator, personally, ever examined any of the evidence involved hna 

“ *"?“ “* .vaimtio n7t it, oT(S iFi/S 

S? ! of °« f :° p0r ! of ^ Wirren cohesion? 1 have assumed the negative in 
aU ttese qpmsttoM, but in the senator's name this has progressed past the point whore 

LTfof ' y® 3 - 001101 ^ 1 ^ 0an rel 7 on his personal analysis or belief! i tlierefore 
a d ^ re '' t an<i unequivocal answer, does the senator have any knowledge, from wtot* 

kemedyf 106 *** BPUrcea ’ of the Gam ® ‘luostiona as they relate to the late senHtor robort* 

i will now consider myself at liberty to uoe your refusal to answer uny of these 

of^redib*" re r ^ C ° C0ns ^ QCr that i have the right to use any answer's in the absence 
of credible reason to consider any answer or answers confidential. 

trust 1 afffif 0 “ iff 1 “ ean aa a 3inoerc hope, that tire senator will survive the 
t*-st, devotion, integrity, loyalty and judement of david burke, mr. marshall and you 

T f\T t t0 con3ider *hat m«y be recorded as famous last* 

C~T' whs ffl be ^. ut :r ed 1,1 his of contrived attention 

ana, whether or not you khaw it f a Jniniinuni of trutli? 


sincerely. 


harold veisber^r 


/ 

* 



